the very highest type, the Future has possibilities within it
which the greatest literary pessimist among us cannot
wholly deny. If, then, fault can be found with the older
Romancists for the spreading here and there of false histori-
cal notions, let us look to future workers in the same sphere
for adjustment. I believe, however, that one notable critic
has pronounced the mischief already done to be quite
irreparable, seeing that the only " History " at all widely
spread is that derived from those very romances in which
errors are so interwoven with the sentimental interest of
the plot itself that readers inevitably *' hug their delusions!"
But I think that this danger need not be contemplated
seriously. The Historical Novel exists primarily as Fiction,
and, even though in our waking moments we may be per-
suaded of the unreality of that " dream " which a Scott or
a Dumas has produced for us, we shall still be able to place
ourselves again and again under the spell of their delightful
influence. Moreover, while admitting Dumas' carelessness
of exact detail, it would hardly be contended by the most
sceptical that his works (still less those of Scott) are with-
out any background of Historic suggestiveness. Scott,
indeed, shows signs of having possessed something of that
** detachment " which is one important qualification in the
Historian proper; there is a fairness and prevision in his
historical judgments which we look for in vain when read-
ing the works of his contemporaries.*
* That there was no fundamental antagonism between the Romantic
and the Scientific Movements of last Century has "been shown by that very
brilliant American thinker, Professor Jpsiah &oyce, of Harvard University,
"The very spirit," he writes, "that in Great Britain expressed itself in
Scott's romances, once wedded to the minuteness of German scholarship,
was destined to transform the whole study of history." (Tfa Spirit of
Modern Phiksopliy* page 279.)